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Grapes Grown In a Dealgnated Area of Southeastern C8lif~mia and
Imported Table Grape!: Proposed Change In Regulatory PeriOd

COMMENTS IN OPPOSITION TO PROPOSED CHANGE:

Dear Docket Clerk:

FRUSAN S.A. oppose$ th~ above refer~noed change in the rffectlve d3te of Table
Grape Marketing Order 925 and the companIon Table Grape Import Regulation 4 that
will further restrict table grapes supplied from Chll~.

FRUSAN S.A, iG in Ithe business of exportIng Chi1ean agrlculturel commodities, and
ships approximately 800.000 boxet of fresh table grapes to the iu,s. during the months
or Februarj throl.lgh ),pril. '

FRUSAN S.A. conc~rs with, and Incorporates herein by ~ference, the detailed
comment,. and ~upporting data submitted by ASOEX. the Chilean Exporters
AssociatIon. Specifically, FRUSAN S.A. urges the agency to reject the propo~ed
change in the regulatory period because: :

The proposed Rule Impoees marketing order ~~ndard$ on Chilean supplies
when no dome$tic variaties are available, and therefor~1 constitutes a non-tariff
barrier contrary to the terms of WTO Agreements and the U.S.~Chne Free
Trade Agreement. :

1.

2. The Proposed Rule a$$e~se$ Inspec'tlon fees ~tartln9 April 1 whftn no domestic
supplies are being $0 charged, and thereby violates Article III ~nd Article VIII of
GATT 1994.
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3- The change in the beginning effectIve date of Mari<eting Order 926 and Table
Grape Import Regulation 4 from April 20 to April 1 will !have a direct negative
Impact on OUI' business. FRUSAN S.A. ships 160.000 of fresh table grapes to
the U.S. from April 1 to April 20. If the Proposed Rule should be adopted, the
estimated value of the table grapes to be excluded from shipment Is
U$2.560,QOO.

4. The propo5ed Rl.lle does not contain any evidence of clroumvsntlon by Chileantable grape$ sufficient to warrant the proposed ohange. .

5. The change rn date from April 20 to April 1 will cr~ate ,an al1lficial &hortage of
table grapes ~.lnC6 there is no other commercl~lly significant and reliable supply
from any gource other than Chile.

6. The Chilean grapes supplied from April 1 to the earlj~st commercially significant
supplies of grapes from Coaohella Valley in California meet marketing
speclfJol1tlons from retail ch~ins that are more strIngent in some respects than
the marketing order requirements.

7. The proposed change cannot be validly ba~ed on a 20 :year-old survey of cold
storage practices.

8. The propo!;e~1 change can not be Justified under the criteria established by the
AMM for a c~hange in the beginning effective date of Mar1<$ting Order 925 or
the oompan!o,n Table Gr~pe Import Regulation 4 In Vj~w of the record prices
received by Coaohelta Vi!lIey growers in the la~t two 5ea~ons.

Respectfully submitted.
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